
July 10, 2004 

Chainmi Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Coinmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powelk 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current mles on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consuinecs in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Eel1 companies. 

The Bell companies want TO target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who nmy be in Virginia, for 
exaniple, is connected to a “platform” in another slate -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“piatform,” he or she hears 3 message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules. as well as common sense. state 
that chis represents IWO calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because Ihere is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separatt call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-stace call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what rhey want to charge consumers. 

Prices ate already rising for gas, milk 2nd other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pro-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in ail effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of C O ~ S U ~ ~ ~ S  and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Cornmissiontr Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin I. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsrein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chaimm Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling cud. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell conlpanies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a ‘~latform” in anothcr state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
‘platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of so,mone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, stare 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one fmm Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebrash and then a 
sepamte call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to Mat this as n single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge conswmers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, espacially when chew higher rates rcppresent a blatmt giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long diswnce companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort [o protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It i s  
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on thipyue. 

4 
ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Conlmissioner Kevin I. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

C h a i m n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to ckumvmt  current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, drmdtically higher 
cutes - for consumers who place the calls. AS you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Eel1 companies want to target those calls in which L( caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example. is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform.” he or she hear5 a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, 8s well 8s common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one From Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies wani to treat this as ii single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever LO the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which we only a fraction of what they want Eo charge consumers. 

Ptices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher plices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent B blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware thilt the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

. ,  . ,  

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsteio 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
,Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing IO ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credic, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
o r  local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to mike phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
coiisumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes ‘are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-slate” access 
charges and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing prepaid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop my efforl: to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abei-nathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Commlmications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairmim Powell: 

1 
calling card services, 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immig:ints, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of rhese 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with ‘Fdmily and Friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, conswners literally risk being disconnected if the 
pnces of these cards increase. P rep id  calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumcrs that cnn 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of  providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subiect to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Coinmissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Cornmissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
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Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that h e  FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services, 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or sui-plus cash IO pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepuid card may be the only optioii 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a jo’b, for .affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or slay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

in economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
piices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hilces are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards ut affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop m y  effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitmt new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

Comnlissioner Kathleeii A d t h y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re; WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of goups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, itwill result in higher rates -in many cases, dralnarically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your workon this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather thai the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to mget those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid callina card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller. who may be in Virginia, for 
example. is connected to a "platform" in mother stare _-let's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platform," he or she hews a niessage about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dink the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, stare 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to intersme access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate cill to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as ii single in-state call SO they can levy exorbitmt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs. which arc only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and olher products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls loo, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others thar sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect fhek custoiners' interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

9 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abmarhy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conmimicarions ComDlission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingran. DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups llnd individuals opposed to &ofis 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it Will result in higher races - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia., for 
example, is connected to a “platfoini’ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“pliuform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the celephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this rcpyesmts two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges becxuse there is a call to Nebraska and then H 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bur the Bell companies want to Wear this as a single in-state call SO they can levy exorbitanr in- 
state access chnrges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoevm to the Bell compaflies’ actual 
costs, which ate only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too. especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this ‘manner. It is 
now tirne for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. .. 

CCS: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemahy 
Commissioner Michael 5. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Addstein 
Smator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growiiig number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in high& rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind lather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in whicli a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials il toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to B "plnrform" in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platform," he or she hears n message about a coinpany, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Ctment rules, as well as comnon sense, state 
that this represents twQ calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one EromNcbrnska to Virginia. 
Both calls me subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to 'Nebraska and then a 
separare call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want 10 charge con.sumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with che FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers xnd show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20.554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairrmn Powell: 

I am wiiting to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling cud. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates -.in inany cases. dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place h e  calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind ra!hr than the pleadings OF the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a prr-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia. for 
example, is connected to B “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“pldrform,” he or she hears a message about a company. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, shte 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Ne’braska and one <Torn Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are sitbject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call TO Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
slate access charges. Suchfees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies‘ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others h a t  sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their custbmers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military pGr5OMd stationed in the US. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services 10 keep in touch with fandy and Giends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
fi.equenrly, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price ofprepaid 
calling cards will directly h a m  individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount ‘to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

’i 7 h  
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator IC I<. 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communicatioiis Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the U S .  and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, imniediately harming the tens ofthousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with tlieir families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be lefi without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refuse to inipose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
seivices. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Corm1 ;ioner fic COPPS 
Commissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Coinmissioner Kevin Martin 
Coinmissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

, 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Coinmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the U S .  and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
tcleconmunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, imniediately harming the tens ofthousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - withciut them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Conmissioner Michael Copps 
Conmissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathaii Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



Icily 10, 2004 

Chalrnion Michael K. Powell 
Federal Comniu~ications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington; DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dex Chairman Powek 

1 am writing to add my voice TO Che growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it  will result in higher rates - i n  many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for Consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 iniplore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want co target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free numbq, dong with his or her P N .  The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a ”platform” in another state -- I d s  say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she heas a message aboirt a company, aon-profir or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone ,in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bur the Bell companiwwant to t m a t  this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitam in- 
state access c h g e s .  Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to chage colIsu1mrs. 

Prices are already rising for gas,, milk and ocher products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone culls too, especially when these h i g h  rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell prepaid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an offon fo protect their customers’ interests in h i s  manna. It i s  
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies [he door 
011 this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kable& Q. Abcmathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Conmssioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Sendtor 



July 10,2004 

Chairmail Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington. DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvenr currcni rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rvtes -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of Consumers in mind rather lhiin the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller. who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state 
“platform,” he or she h e m  a message about a company, lion-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stare access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls .roo, especially when these higher rates represent a blatamt giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware h a t  the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests h this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, \. 

let’s say in Nebraska. From this 

er e Kathleeu Q. Abernathy 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adclstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12rh Skeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairnian Powell: 

Military personnel sutioned in the US. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with fmiiily and fiends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands ofAmerican service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cuds to keep in touch with their families at sei, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost ofprepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look our for our 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to : growing nun :r of groups and individuals opposed to effons 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. IEthey succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, drmatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in inind sather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfom” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“plntform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someoue in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia TO Nebrash md one from Nebraska to Virp ia .  
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then B 

separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call SO they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees h*ve no relationship whatsoever to the Eel1 companies’ actual 
costs, which me only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I nrn awnre that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with rhc FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the PCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin 3. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingron, DC 20354 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new bidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorilies. lower-income Pamilies, senior citizens, imnligrants, college students and 
militnry families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone sorvico. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, constimers literally risk bejng disconnected if the 
prices of these cuds increase. Prepaid calling c u d s  are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would full squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effoit to raise the costs of prepaid calling card congumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernarhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Ionathm Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigranrs, college students and 
military Pamilies rely upon calling card services for a variety o,fneeds. Many of these 
consnmers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone ccllls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch wirh family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable €or these and orher 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-pilid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large loci11 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effo1.t to raise the costs ofpre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject LO exorbirant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner I Michaefiopps 
Cornmissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of ihese 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appoinrmcnt, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvanraged weas, consumers lilerally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and orhcr 
consumer groups because h e y  are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new ‘‘in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it, Adding access charges md fees will substantially increase the cosc 
of providing prc-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
lhese cards. 

Please stop any effoit to raise the costs of pre-paid calling cardconsumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincere1 E&[+ 1 &&p+ 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernalhy 
Coinmissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
,Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am wiiting to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, 1owe.r-inconie filmilies, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
nlilitary families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for afforda’ble 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and fiiends. ‘I‘hese 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In ecoiionlically disadvantaged areas, consuiners literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensilble for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordiible alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

nut such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers rhat can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing prc-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of prepaid calling card ConSuiners by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

A 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



J U ~ Y  10,2004 

Chaimian Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Coimmssion 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docker No 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I ain writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges und fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorilies, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a l u g e  deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consuiners, u prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look For a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch wirh family and kiends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In econoiiiically disadvantaged areas, constimers lirerally risk being disconnected ii the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepdd calling c u d s  we indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative IO regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to l a g e  local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeoparduing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling c u d  consuniers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitilnt new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marlin 
Cornmissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
145 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges al1d fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
milituy families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consuniers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash 10 pay il large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they huve to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards oFfer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, Consumers literzllly risk being disconnected i l  the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because [hey are m 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new %-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to Imge local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to beu it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid c a d s  at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by decidmg 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

rdable altemdlive to regular and wireless 

ccs: Comrmssioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sh-eet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing nun .r of groups and individuals oppose.d to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a prepaid 
calling cud. If they succeed, it will result in higher 1-ates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work 011 this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companics. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling c u d  and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PlN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platfoim,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as conunon sense, state 
that this represents fwo calls. one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell conipanies want to treat this as a single in-sture call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relahiship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which we only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk nnd other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatiint giveaway to four large 
corporarions. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cmds have 
weighed in with the PCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J . Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelskin 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chaiiman Michael Powell 
Fcderal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dwket No. 03-133 

Dedr Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepid  
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or sui-plus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be rhe only option 
they have to stay connected - to  make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Pi-epaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative ro regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes arc precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone coinpanies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantidly increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardzing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please SLOP any elfort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consurnen by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 


